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From the Gospel Visitant. 


EXAMINATION OF MR. WORCESTER’S 
DISCOURSE, 
(Continued from page 158.) 


With a design to establish his darling tenet of future 
never ending punishment, the preacher states un page 
21 and 22, the following remarkable bypothesis. ‘* The 
whole gospel evidently proceeds on the ground,that 
mankind in this world are on probation for retributions 
of reward and punishment in the world to come.” 
Corresponding with his views in the above statement, 
he has the following query on page 16 ‘*But is there 
any such distinction to be seen io this world? Does 
not one event happen to all; to the good, to the clean, 
and to the unclean?’ Does not God, “send rain upon 
the unjust as well asthe just? Nay, if there is any 
observable difference, is it not rather in favor of the 
wicked ?—so much so, indeed, that many of the righ- 
teous in different ages, besides Job, and David, and 
Jeremiah, have on this account been greatly perplex- 
ed,” &c. The argument which the preacher wishes 
to support by the foregoing passages, is, that as the 
whole gospel scheme occupies nothing hut future re 
wards and punishments, the reward of virtue is not in 
this world,northe punishment of sin. That the preache: 
means eternal never ending misery byfuture punishmen! 
may be seen on his 9th page, where he says, “*}{ then,th- 
immortal felicdies of heaven are to be conferred upo- 
the rignteous, as their gracious reward; it follows oi 
necessity, that from these felicities the wicked must be 
excluded.” ‘That the above statement rs specting th: 
gospel is totally erroneous, we proceed to prove by the 
divine testimony. Ist. Let it be clearly understood, 
that, according to this statement, there are no bless- 
ings of the gospel conferred, either in this or the com 
ing world, only according to the works of the creature 
in his probationary capacity and character. And 2dly 
Compare with this idea the following scriptures. 2‘fim. 
i. 9, 10, “* Who hath saved as, and called us with an 
holy calling, not according to our works, but according 
to nis own purpose and grace, which was given us in 
Christ Jesus before the world began ; but is now made 
manifest by the appearing of our Saviour Jesus Christ, 
who bath abolished death, and hath brought life and 
immortality to light through the gospel.” Reader, 
God grant you understanding to judge with candor, 
whether this life and immortality, which is thus brought 
to light through the gospel, which is the grace given 
unto us before the world began, in Christ Jesus, be 
given to us according to our works. Look carefully, 
and see if the text do not utterly forbid such an idea. 
Eph. ii. 4, &c. **But God, who is rich in mercy, for his 
great love, wherewith he loved us, even when we 
were dead in sins, hath quickened us together with 
Christ ; (by grace are ye’ saved;) and hath raised us 
up together, and made us set together in heavenly 
places in Christ Jesus; that in the ages to come he 
might shew the exceeding riches of his grace, in hi- 
kindness toward us through Christ Jesus. For by 
grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of your 
selves; it is the gift of God. Not of works least ahy 
man should boast.” Here let us be particular. Th 
apostle speaks of GREAT LovE wherewith God love:' 
us. What was our situation, of which the apost! 
makes mention, when God loved us with this GREA 





———— 
say that this GREAT Love wherewith God loved us, 
even when we are dead in sins, has no more moral ho 
liness in it than there is in the love of the rilest man on 
earth, towards his children? or even of the most savage 
beast toward her offspring? How depraved, bow up- 
sanctified, how ungrateful, how lost to all sense of the 
infinite love of God manifested to sinners,through a gra- 
cious mediator, murt the heart be, from the abundance 
of which, the lips are thus defiled ! 

Who would undertake to make it appear, that the 
richness of the mercy, the greatness of the love, and 
the quickening of those who were dead in sins, togeth 
er with Christ, of which the above text speaks so par- 
ticularly, are all predicated on the works of the sinner, 
who is thus dead in sins, and depend on the issue of 
probationary services? St. Paul endeavors to confirm 
the Romans in the glorious truth, that by the righteous- 
ness of Jesus Christ, the free gift had come upon all 
men unto justification of life ; and that the belief that 
God would justify the ungodly, was counted for righ- 
teousness. It is evident, beyond all contradiction, 
that the Apostle’s meanivg in the above scriptures and 
in his writings, in general, was directly opposite to the 
above statement made by the preacher. 

Let us, in the next place, look at the argument 
with which the preacher endeavors to support bis no- 
tion of eternal never-ending rewards and punishments. 
‘his argument supposes that neither the righteous nor 
the wicked are dealt with, in this world, according to 
‘heir works; that there is not made that «irstinctien, in 
‘he dealings of God with his creatures in this life which 
there really is in their moral characters. So far from 

iat, he thinks that the wicked are rather smiled upon, 
chile the righteous receive trowns. 

‘The preacher is so confident in his notion on this sub- 
ject, that he has even declared the truth of it to be 





authorised by the experience o1 men in all ages. The, 


following are his words on page 16: “‘surely then, to 
pretend that the present is a state of retribution, or 


that the righteous receive their reward and the wick- | 
ed their punishment in this world, in any such manner | 


and degree, as to make it mavifest, that God is a re- 
warder of them that diligently seek him, is to go di- 


rectly in the face of the experience and observation of | 


all ages.”? In order to show the preacher to be utterly 
erroneous in his opinion expressed above, let us look at 
the economy of God with the house of Israel, pointed 
out in the 26th chapter of Leviticus. It is, perhaps, 
impossible to give a just and full representation: of the 
subject of this chapter in fewer words than are there 


used, but for the sake of conciseness a few quotations | 


only will be made. The reader is requested at the 
same time, to examine the whole chapter with atten- 
tion. See verse 18, **And if ye will not yet for all 
this hearken unto me, then I will punish you seven 
times more for your sins.”” See verse 21, ‘“‘And if ye 
walk contrary unto me, and will not hearken unto me ; 
| will bring seven times more plagues upon you ac- 
cording to your sins.” 24, *“*Then willl also walk 
contrary unto you, and Will punish you yet seven times 
‘or your sins.” 28, **Pben | will walk contrary unto 
you also in fury, and J, even I, will chastise you seven 
times for your sins.’ The reader is referred to the 
text for an account of the particular punishments de- 
aounced against that people, which, while they are 
‘he most awful and dreadful which can be conceived .. 
of, as possible for a people to suffer in this world, not 
one of them relates to a future state in the terval 


xovr? Answer, “DEAD IN sins.” Will the preacher | world. 














The preacher will not deny that that people have 
been visited with all the plagues, punishments and 
chastisements which are denounced in the foregoing 
chapter, nor can he, with the least propriety, say that 
the punishments inflicted on that people for their sins, 
which God says is according to their sins, is not enough 
to astonish the most perverse of the wicked, with 
God’s disapprobation of sin. See the 32d verse, “‘And 
I will bring the land into desolation; and your ene- 
mies, which dwell therein, shall be astonished at it.’* 
It is unnecessary to labor the argument to show that 
the dealings of God with the different nations, noticed 
in scripture, are marked with a decided disapproba- 
tion of sin, and an approbation of righteousness. 

We know that a prophet, of whom we have but lit- 
tle knowledge, complains something in the same man- 
ner as the preacher does, in the 73d Psalm; after 
which, in the same Psalm, he confesses hi:mself to be 
ignorant and foolish, even as a beast; a very proper 
confession for one to make, who is unwise enough to 
represent that the wicked, in this world, are better 
provided for than the righteous. 

It is by no means uncommon for preachers, of all 
christian denominations, to warn their hearers against 
sin, and to urge, with great earnestness, the remarka- 
ble punishments inflicted on the Jews, as an example 
of what we ought to expect, if we are equally sinful. 
And in so doing they follow the worthy example of the 
great apostie of the Gentiles. See 1 Cor. x. 5 ~— 12, 
‘Bat with many of them God was not well pleased ; 
for they were overthrown in the wilderness. Now, 
these things were our examples, to the intent that we 
should not lust after evil things, as they also lusted.— 
Neither be ye idolators, as were some of them: (As it 
is written, the people sat down to eat and drink, and 
rose up to play. Neither let us commit fornications, 
as some of them committed, and fell in one day three 
and twenty thousand. Neither let us tempt Christ, as 
_some of them also tempted, and were destroyed of ser- 
pents. Neither murmur ye, as some of them also mur- 
mured, and were destroyed of the destroyer. Now, 
all these things happened unto them for ensamples : 
and they are written for our admonition, upon whom 
the ends of the world are come, Wherefore, let him 
that thinketh he standeth take heed lest he fall." — 
It seems not a little strange that a professed Christian 
preacher, who has the bible for his guide, should en- 
deavor to persuade his hearers to believe, that God 
| does not punish sin, according to its demerit, in this 
world, where it is committed. 

if it were necessary, it would be very easy to prove, 
‘on the other hand, that virtue is also amply rewarded 
in this state of being, according to its purity. But it 
seems unnecessary to Ixbor this poi:t, as men in gen- 
eral, and even pharisees, in these times, are loth to 
say in so many words, that God does not reward them 
according to the cleanness of their hands. However, 
as the preacher suggests that David was among those 
who thought they had some reason to complain, it 
may be well to produce his testimony to the contrary ; 
and this will be particularly welcome as it clears the 
divine character from an uncharitable representation. 
See 2 Sam. xxii. 21, **The Lord rewarded me accord- 








ing to my, righteousness ; according to the cleanness of 


my hands hath he recompensed me.” 25, “I heretore 
the Lord hath recompensed me according to my righ- 

eousness ; ; according to my cleanness in his eyesight,”’ 
Whoever will read and carefully examine the whole 
| of this chapter, will see that no cemment is necessary 
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to ihow that David was fubly spiiotied with the boas 
of distinction which the rock of his salvation had made 
between him and bis enemies. . 

Men of corrupt and envious minds, who have the 
vanity io believe themselves more righteous than their 
neighvors, forever teel wounded when they see that 
the heavens smile on their neighbors with shines and 
showers as well as on them, and they are under the 
necessity of gratifying their envy with promises of dis- 
tinction in another world, where they will have the 
distinguishing. favor of resting on beds of roses, while 
their malicious eyes will drink exquisite pleasure in 
seeing th: ir fellow-creatures, even their own children, 
racked on sheets of scorching flames forever ! Such 
is the spirit and such the doctrine, with which the 
meek son of Mary, and the exaited Son of Ged, is dis- 
honored in the world which he came tosave., And 
this is the spirit, and this {he deadly error, from which 
the divine light and heaveily love of his gospel, is re 
vealed, to save transgressors, 

(To be Continued.) 
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From the (Provideace) Ciri-tian Telescope. 


RELIGIOUS CONFIDENCE. 


“The Lord is my Shepherd, I sha’! nol want.” 


When the son of Jesse, the sweet [saloist of Israel, 
broke forth in the melodions strains o/ the 23d Psalm, 
his harp must have been touched by the influences of 
the divine Spirit. He delighted to dwell upon the 
goodvess of that God, ‘“*who is good unto all, ind whose 
teuder mercies are over ai] his works.’ Héw often did 
the pious aspirations of his soul breathe forth the tender 
mercies of him, “‘whois gracious, and whose mercy en- 
dureth for ever.’ How co: soling, how animating was 
the reflection, that he had the Lord God of Israel}, for 
his shepherd ! Here is a theme which may exercise the 
thoughts of every intellivent beiog ; a theme in which 
we may celebrate the grace, mercy and goodness of 
that divine Being with whom there is forgiveness, and 
upon whose promises the desponding and afflicted spirit 
may safely rely. The period when the Psaimist was 
expatiating in the highest notes of praise of his heav- 
enly shepherd ; that Being who had promised to be his 
guide, his protector ; his throue, he was obliged toleave 
and take shelter upon tho desolate cliffs of the moun- 
tains of Lebanon. Then the reflection was naturally 
brought to his mind, when exposed to the infuriated 
rage of his enemies, the defenceless sifuation in which 
he was placed, and he no doubt felt like the timid 
Jamb, when exposed to the fury of more cruel animals, 
the necessity of seeking the protection of his faithfut 
shepherd, who was abundantly able to supply all his 
wants. His affections and hopes rested upon God, to 
that source above he looked for protection, to him alone 
to have his faith established, his hopes invigorated, 
and his love increased. Full of confidence he could 


exclaim, ‘the Lord is my shepherd, I shall not 
want.” 


If this pious Psalmist could put such unlimited ‘con-. 
fidence in the goodness and lovt of his Creator, how- 
much greater reason have all who are indulged with 
the far more glaring rays ‘of revelation, to rely upon 
the same unfiiling source of goodness. ‘The scriptures 
are presented to the mind accompanied witb the fullest 
historical evidence. They shed a hearenly lustre 
around their divive original ; the doctrines and precepts 
which were imparted by the blessed Saviour, are salu- 
tary and holy, completely adapted to the wants of frail, 

sinful man, Rivers of consolation do they shed forth 


en this vale of tears, and open the brightest prospects of 
plenty iv an eternal world. Can guilty, frail, misera- 
ble man place his hopes upon a more sure foundation 
than upon that heavenly Shepherd who can supply all 
his wants for time,and for eternity? It is not necessary af, 
this timeto pdlvence a single argument to proye the irailty’ 









| his wntetligent offspring. 


rsouls, who bas made known to us his periectious and: 





& the helplessness of man. His mortality hae been daily 
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pretabietk to ‘our minds; his frailty haath Deen in the most 
striking manner. Brociaimed in the sighs that have iseu- 
ed from the bosoms of the children of disease and mis- 
fortune. Is it in the power of poor, frail erring man, to 
control the uncertain and capricious course of human 
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saved by our .own righteousness ? We peed.a better 
righteousness than opt own, even that righteousness 
which cleanseth from all sin. To the cross of Christ 
we must look for salvation. We must disclaim all 
self-righteousvess, all dependence upon ourselves, or 





wants? Is it in his power to ward off the shocks of dis- 
‘ppointments, the encroachments of disease upon his 
mortal frame, to avoid the perplexities of life and the 
‘ashes of adversity? Alas! wretched, thrice wretch- 
ed would be the destiny of man, ifhe could not cheer 
himself with the hope that he was under the guide and 
keeping of that Almighty Shepherd who never slum- 
bers nor sleeps. ‘Truly animating is the thought, to 
every pious mind, that God orders and controls the 
events of lite, to subserve purposes infinitely benign and 
merciful. ‘Ihis fact the scriptures fully present to our 
mind. “The Lord God omnipotent reigneth,” and 
“of him, and through bim and to him, are all things.” 
Righteousness and equity are the habitation of his 
seat; mercy and truth go before his face. Discard 
from the universe the agency and providence of God, 
and what becomes of wan? he then is the sport of un- 
releating Chance, the victim ot despair. When disease 
is wasting his frame; and sorrow and care and poverty 
and disappointment staring him iv tie face, where can 
he look for succour? to what being can he look for re- 


lief? whose protection can he invoke, upon whose | 


arm rely for support? Desolate and dark are the pros- 
pects of that soul who has uot confidence in that God, | 
who is the shepherd aud guide ofall our ways, the su- | 
perivtending Ruler of aii events, the ever'asting fath- 
et and friend of man. And how oiten is God re present- 
ed as the enemy of man, and one wh» has doomed them 
to everlasting despaw.— Wirectly the reverse was the 
belief of Lavia, and all the inspired writers of the 
scriptures.— ot a page of holy writ, which is not rich 
in the assurance of God’s goodness and mercy. How 
amiabie and affecting does Tiod present his attributes to 
He represents himsel! as our 
who knows that we are 
e death ' 
He represents himself under the e an aripg 


Father, who loves his children, 
but dust, 
of his Son. 


and has redeemed us to himseif, byt 


_ 


appellation of a shepherd, guiding and defending us!) 


trom ten thousand dangers, seen and vuseen, and re- 


storing us to his everlasting fold. Could we be assured | 


that through this vale of tears, there was a friend, au 


almighty friend on whose love, power, wisdom and | 


goodness we could confide..tly rely ; could we be as- 

sured that there ever was with us an infinitely merci- 

ful and all-poweriul shepherd that shieids us trom dan- 

ger, this assurance would raise our desponding thoughts | 
and animate us through the most gloomy scenes. his 
assurance would induce us, when surrounded by dan- 

gers, when our fondest expectations are frustrated, our 
worldly prospects laid waste, and all our joys buried 
in the dust, to fly to that heavenly Shepherd who is 
a}ways esday to protect'us. We shall not want, if we 
have ‘the Lord God of Israel for our shepherd; retying 
by faith on the God of our salvation, every gloomy 
thought is hushed in silence; every sorrow alleviated, 
and every affliction divested of its sting. “If the Lord 
be our Shepherd, we shall not want: if the Lord be 
for us, who can be against us? The Lord is my light 
and salvation; whom then shall] fear?” The sacred 
writings unfold to us the counsels and will of God, as 
it respects the duty of man; they display those great 
and precious promises that will make man partaker of 
the divine image, and inspire bim with triumphant and 
unfailing hope. Shall all these precious promises of 
God's mercy be distegarded in the present life? Shall 
the scriptures of truth and salvation, those immortal 
lights to man, be cast aside? Shall we reject what 

the wise and good of every age have appreciated as 
the most precious gift of God to man? No. Let our 
confidence rest upon the great Shepherd and Bishop of! 


vpon our own strength to will or perform. As believ- 
‘ers in Christ, we should cultivate the virtues of the 
christian character. Then should we look upon our 
fellow-creatures with an eye of affection, as beings 
‘originating from our common Father, and redeemed by 
‘the same blessed Saviour, Let. the language of the 
| pious Psalmist be constantly before us. And posses- 
sing such confidence in the impartial goodness of God, 
we may triumphantly exclaim, “tthe Lord is my Shep- 
herd,” in life, “yea, though | walk through the valley 
of the shadow of death, I will fear no evil; for thou 


art with me; thy rod and thy staif they comfort me.”’ 








Arch Bishop Tillotson 


Says, ‘‘where reason is weak and blunt, passion must 
be whetted, the only weapon that isleft, when reason 
fails. And | always take it for granted, that no man 
is ever angry with his adversary, hut for want ot a bet- 











ter argument to support his cause.’ 
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On the boasted Liberality of the Unitarians. 


} 

| The Unitarians in this vicinity have obtained the 
/denomination of liberal Christians. They have ap- 
| propriated this title to their exclInsiye use, and call 
‘their sentiments by the name of l:beral christianity to 
| distinguish them from the sentiments of other, Chris- 
pti 


llation, lderal, 


FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


It is not the public practice to give this appel- 
either to the men or doctrines of any 
other sect. 

' Are Unitarians exclusively liheral because they al- 
plow that God is disposed to save all his creatures? No: 
iseveral other sect: believe this. Are they exclusively 
liberal because they reject the doctri: e 
and that God in himself ever was gracious to 
‘mankind? No. Are they exclusively liberal because 
{they allow God is the Father of all mankind, and that 
throngh Jesus Christ he commended his love to all? 
i hey are not: for there are many christians of other 
‘denominations who believe and maintain the same 
ithings. Are Unitarians exclusively entitled to the ap- 
| pellation of liberal christians because they first pro- 
mulgated and defended the doctrines to which we 
i have above alluded? No, For the Universalists pro- 
| mulgated and defended these doctrines by their preach- 
ing and writings before the Unitarians were known as 
asectinthis country. Are they exclusively entitled 
fo this appellation because, when they avowed their 
helief in these doctrines, they did it with a more than 
ordinary boldness and independence, or defended their 
system with arguments that were new? No: for the 
fact is, at first, they hesitated greatly to avow what 
they fully believed; they carried on a privale corres- 
pondence wpon the subject; and it was not till after 
this correspondence was published and had betrayed 
them to’the public, that they avdwed it atall. Why 
then are they, and no others, called libera/ christians? 
Why are not almost all other denominations as justly 
entitled to the appellation of liberal christians, as the 
Unitarians ? 

Are Unitarians exclusively entitled to this appella- 
tion ‘because they are more liberal in their feelings 
than all others? We cannot say yes to this. We 
cannot discover that they love their neighbors better 
than others do. It is true that they talk and write a 
great deal about the illiberality and exclusive spirit of 


allow 





will, his purposes of mercy through his Son, the glory ben them really liberal, they are so. 


and happiness of a futare state. Can we expect to be 





the orthodox, and eo far as professions of liberality 
But in deed 


they are no more liberal than the orthodex themsel yes. 





of atonement,- 
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“shall content myself with asking you, how you can con- | age) to come.” 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
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The latter are liberal when they cav promote their} the dectrine of the salvation ofthose:-blasphemers of 
own particular interest thereby, and the former are | whom Christ said, they should not be forgiven. ‘The 
liberal at no other times. The truth of these remarks | blasphemy against the Holy-Ghost shall not be forgiv- 
will appear evident if we give a little attention to the | en unto men.” St. Mat. xii. 31. ‘He that shall blas- 
matter of mipisterial exchanges. The Unitarians have pheme against the Holy Ghost hath never forgiveness, 
appeared very anxious to promote exchanges between | but. is in danger of eternal damnation.” St. Mark iii. 
themselves and the orthodox; they have done all|29. ‘‘Unto him that blasphemeth ugainst the Holy 
they could do to bring the thing to pass. But this is | Ghost, it shall not be forgiven.” St. Luke xii. 10. 
altogether a matter of policy. Their principal object} Now is it not the plain and obvious import of these 
is to promote their own peculiar benefit, by removing several passages, in their proper connexion, that other 
the dread which the orthodox. generally have of their | sus might be forgiven ; but that the blasphemy against 
sentiments and thus opening a way to the further the Holy Ghost, (whatever that particular sin may be,) 
spread of them. I feel justified in saying this, because , Should not be forgiven? — 
if their desires to exchange with the orthodox arose| If this sin be never forgiven, how cap those who 
from a traly liberal and christian spirit, they would Le | may be guilty of the same, be saved ? 
equally anxious to exchange with other denominations. | It will not avail to say, that we are to understand by 
But they are not so. They are as much opposed to their not being torgiven, that they shall endure the 
exchanging with the Universalists, as the orthodox are full penalty due them for their iniquity, (though they 
with them; and by pressing the matter upon the lat- | May afterward receive eternal life,) for this is precise- 
ter aud accusing them of illiberality in refusing to ex-|!y the fact in regard to all other sinuers, on your hypo- 
change, they make themselves liable to receive the ‘hesis; whereas Christ spake of two classes of sinners, 
jthe one of whom might be forgiven, and the other 

‘might not, but was in danger of eternal damuation.— 
Must you not then be under the necessity of admitting 
either that those who are pardoned and forgiven, do 
the final salvation of all mankind, unless they are not receive the full amount oj punishwent which is 
grossly misrepresented by their own wrilers. Besides, their due, or that those who receive not parson and 
-if difference of sentiment prevent their exchanging Sorgivencss will never cease to endure misery ? 

Any rewarks which you may make, explanatory of 
your views on this subject will be diligently perused, 
RoBinson, 





same charge from the Universalists. 

They cannot offer as a reason for not exchanging 
with the Universalists, any difference of sentiment, for 
they themselves, or at least many of them, believe in 


with the Universalists, why not with the orthedox ?— 
Tell me, for mercy’s sake, where is the greater differ- 
ence, between the sentiments of the Uuitarians and aud candidly considered. 
and those of the Universalists? or those of the ortho- —_—_— 
dox? The Unitarians -have never pretended, no, vot . 
even for policy’s sake, that their sentime:ts are more } prepien 
: aks ae ik ow if We would refer our respected Correspondent to the 
nearly allied to orthodoxy, than to Universalism. And 430th page o the present volume, of the Viagazine, 
if they should, who would believe them? Ii this Ist column, tor an answer to the objection } he proposes. 
were the case, why should sensible people, perfectly ‘ve also suijoin the following exceilent illustration of 
tie sutjyect of the blasphemy against the Lioly Spirit, 
for «hich we are indebted to the (Portland) Christian 
Intelligencer. 


friendly tothem, make so gross a mistake as to suppose, 
jucging from their preaching, that they are Universal- 
ists?) Some of the leading Unitarians, and one in par- | 





ticular, have represented Calvinism as a doctrine the Remarks on Mark iii. 28. 29. 30 
worst that can possibly be conceived. -And this one,a . / 


worthy confessor too, has rejoiced that he has heard “Verily I suy unto you, All sins shall ve fergiven unto 
the sons of men, and blasphemies wherewith soerer 
they shall biasphencee: Bul he that shall blasphence 
: rea) aguinst the Hoty Ghost hath never forgireness, but is 
tle for me to suppose, that any objection to Universal-} in dunger of eternal damnation: Because they said, 
ism prevents Unitarians from exchanging with those! Jle hath an unclean spirit.” 


who believe that doctrine. Hence all their boasted | 
liberality, is, in my estimation, a matter of policy: 
they are no more liberal than other Christians. 

These remarks are not made because the writer has 
any desire to be called a liberal christian, or to have 
his system of doctrine denominated liberal christianity ; 
but in order to set this matter before the eyes of peo- 
ple in its true colors. RicHARDS. 


the very worst that can be said of the Almighty — 
‘Taking these things into consideration, it is not possi- 





Many of the friends of endless misery, rely on the 
_above passage, to support their favorite doctrine. But 
| we are happy to state that some of the more candid of 
, them, having critically examined the subject, are con- 
i vinced that the text does not countenance that unmer- 
iciful doctrine. Among the number of the last men- 
tioned, 1s Doctor ADAM CLARKE, a Celebrated commen 
tator, of the Methodist persuasion. The following is 


=e : a brief, and we believe, correct exposition of the pas- 
sage. 
New Meeting House. | 1. To blaspheme, signifies to revile, rail against, and 

The Universalists in the town of Duxbury have re- | | renreqeh another. ‘The Jews blasphemed against the 
solved to build a Meeting-House, which will, we learn, | Holy Spirit, when they attributed Christ’s miracles of 
be pot up during the approaching season. Dimen- | mercy, which were wrought by the spirit of God, to the 
sions 60 by 40. agency of evil demons. They were thus guilty, “*Be- 
cause they said, He hath ap uncleau spirit.” None 
but the Jews, therefore,(as Dr.Clarke justly maintains, ) 
|who were personal witnesses of the miracles of Christ, 
ever coummitted the sin against the Holy Ghost. 

2. ‘Fhe reason why those who sinned against the. 
Holy Ghost, were not forgiven, was not, that the sir 
zine ofthe 18th ult. in regard to the signification of the | was, of ilsel, strictly unpardonable ; but because the 
term pardon has occasioned the following remarks. If} w lahedesee and obstinacy of the blasphemers were 
I rightly apprehend your meaning, you intend to state | such, that they would persevere in criminality, until 
that pardon does not imply a remission of punishment, | the judgement of heaven should be realized, which had 
but' that he, whose sins have received “a just recom. | oft been threatened upon that rebellious people. Hence 
pense of reward,” may nevertheless receive pardon | it is said, in the parallel passage, Mat. xii. they “shall 
and forgiveness, vot be forgiven, neither in this world, (age or dispensa- 

“I will not say that this exposition is incorrect, but | //on, av Dr. Clarke renders it,) neither in the world (or 
This is spoken prophet caliy, of what 
sistently and fairly reconcile this idea of pardon with | would be the character and fate of the Jews. 














FOR THE MAGAZINE. 


To “H. B.” 


Dear Sir,—An idea advanced by you in the Maga- 














/- “The word, “forgiveness,” is frequently weed, in a 
sense which would by no means apply to the passage 
in question. When we change our feelings in relation 
to a person by whom we have been injured or offend- 
ed, we forgive him, in a certain sense. But God is of 
one mind, and changes not; therefore, when he for- 
gives, the whole change takes place in the sinner. To 
forgive in this sense, is synonymous with, fo reconcile. 
When God sheds abroad his love in the heart, produc- 
ing reconciliation, there is forgiveness of sin. But, in 
this sense the Jews, who persisted in a blasphemous 
course were not forgiven. 

But forgiveness of sin, is frequently represented by 
remitting a‘debt. See Luke vii. 41, 49. 

One debtor owed five hundred pence, the other fifty, 
and when they had nothing to pay, (no means of mak-~- 
ing payment) the creditor, frankly forgave (hem both. 
In this definition of the word, ali men need forgiveness. 
I hey are under obligations of constant and unremitting 
obedience to God. Hence, just so far as they come 
short of fulfilling this obligation, they must be found in 
debt, in a moral point of view. Their sufferings in 
consequence of sins, and their penitence when convict- 
ed in their consciences, cannot, in the least, afone for 
their wickedness. The punishment which all wicked 
men -endure, is no more than what they deserve, for 
disobedience ; and to be penitent and humble, is no 
more than what duty requires, considering the situa- 
tion, in which they then are. And all their subse- 
quent obedience, is simply discharging a duty, which 
would have been justly required, even, if they had 
never sinned. So that, all men, will need forgiveness, 
in this last sense of the word, in a ratio corresponding 
with the degrees of their former wickedness. 

3. The Jews, the blasphemers, according to the 
text, were “in danger of eternal damnation,” or, as 
the original word, krisis, would be better translated, 
judgment or punishment. So Dr. Clarke renders it.— 
The meaning is, that they would persist in impeni- 
tence, and suffer the punishment, which Jesus repeat- 
edly declared, should come upon that generation. — 
See Mat. xxiv. 

The word efernal is not designed, particularly, to 
express the duration of the judgment, but to show that 
the denunciations would be completely executed. It 
implies an indefinite period of time, the complete round 
of the duration of which, is unknown to all, excepting 
him, by whom it is purposed and limited. These gre 
the words of the abovenamed Commentator. ‘‘It (efer- 
nal) is often applied to those sysfems, periods, gorern- 
ments,.&c. which have a complete duration, taking in 
the whole of them, from their commencement to their 
lermination—leaving nothing of their duration unem- 
braced.” This definition, very happily expresses the 
meaning, we wevld wish to contey, im relation to the 
passage before us. We maintain that the judgment, 
threatened on the blasphemers, was fully executed, 
“leaving nothing of its duration unembraced * And 
for this very reason, it could not imply aa eternity of 
ponishment: because, such punishment, could have no 
“termination.”> That duration could not be called a 
period, all whese.parts would ever .be completely em- 
braced. 

It is surprising that any intelligent and candid peo- 
ple, who bave bestowed suitable attention upon this 
subject, should adduce it in proof of endless misery. 
They must be sensible, upon a moment’s reflection, 
that if the text presents any direct proof ef that doc- 
trive, it consists in the declaration, that “the sin against 
the Holy Ghost, hath never forgiveness,” or shall not 
be forgiven, neither in this, or the coming age. Bat 
if we maintain, that the non-fergiveness of a crime, im- 
plies the-endless wretchedness of the sinner, the text 





will be found to prove.infinitely too-much. Because, 
both this and the collateral] text in Matthew, as fully 





declare, that all other sins shal! be forgiven, as that the 
sin here mentioned, shall not be. Hence, the inference 
would be, that all olber sins shal] be forgiven; and.al’ 
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men saved, those only excepted, who biaspheme a- 
gainst the Holy Ghost. But will the sticklers for endless 
misery be satisfied with this? Do they preach that all 
men, excepting those blasphemers, will be saved, from 
their eternal hell? They certaintly donot. Therefore, 
their application of the text by proving too much proves 
nothing. 

By the interpretation which has here been gives, in 
miniature, in which the punishment denounced on the 
‘“‘blasphemers,”’ is limited, we avoid introducing contra 
diction and confusion, into the sacred scriptures. It is 
utterly impossible to reconcile the language in different 
parts of the Bible, on any other hypothesis. For in- 
stance, Jesus had power over all flesh. that he might 
give eternal life, to as many as the Father gave him. 
But will any rational man pretend, that Jesus gives 
eternal life to those who are eternally miserable? 
whom, according to the popular creed, God never in- 
tended to save? Impossible. Again; it is the express 
declaration of scripture, that, by the blood of his cross, 
God will reconcile all things unto himself; whether 
they be things in earth, or things in heaven. See Col. 
i. 20. But this cannot be true, if a great part of the 
human family remain forever in a state of alienation to 
God. Passages almost without number, might be ad- 
duced, showing that the doctrine of interminable mis- 
ory, renders the Bible inconsistent and irreconcilable 
with itself. How, in the name of wonder can that 
unmerciful doctrine be reconciled with the positive de- 
claration, that God is good to all, and that his tender 
mercies are over all his works? Or, how can it be 
made to harmonize with the determinate will of God, 
that all should be saved and come to the knowledge of 
the truth? We are satisfied that no candid and in- 
genuous opposer would feel himself prepared for such 
an arduous undertaking. The task must certainly ap- 
pear unpromising and hopeless. 

Furthermore ; by this explanation we avoid expos- 
ing our fellow-mortals to the awful despondency, which 
always follows a convictian, that the person has com- 
mitted the unpardonable sin, as this blasphemy is cal- 
led. How frequently do we hear of instances, in 
which people become irrecoverably dejected, under the 
delusive apprehension that their sins can never be for- 
given? and, as they are taught,that they must, of course, 
be eternally miserable. This isan evil consequence,most 
deeply to be deprecated; but, which cannot fail to 
be realized, as long as people are made to believe that 
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| third petition were sent. 


In 1414, the General Council of Constance was con- 
vened ; at which, says Mr. Fox, ‘“‘There were arch- 
bishops and bishops 346 ; abbots and doctors 544; prin- 
ces, dukes, earls, knights, and squires 1600.” The 
attention of the Council was soon called to the heresies 
of Wickliff. He was now dead, but the council re 
viled bis memory, condemned his opinions, burnt his 
books, and ordered his bones to be dug up and c nsum- 
ed to ashes. Huss was a principal character among 


the followers of Wickliff. The Council applied to the | 


emperor Sigismond to bring him to Constance. Having 
obtained a safe conduct, from the emperor, and testi- 
monials in favor of his character, Huss set out, Octo- 
ber, 1414, to meet the Counci!. His name was so much 
known and respected, that he passed through Germany 
in a kind of triumph. In the cities he was received 
with loud acclamations, and the streets were lined 
with people who had come together to see him. 

When he arrived at Constance, his friend Baron de 
Clum, gave information to the Pope, that the Emperor 
had given Huss his safe conduct, and he requested the 
Pope to do the same. ‘This was promised, but the pro- 
mise was soon violated. Instead of appearing before 
the Council, as Huss expected, he was called before 
the Pope and Cardinals for a sham examination, and 
then cast into prison. Here he was confined, in vio- 
lation of the safe conduct, and notwithstanding the 
exertions of his friends, until he was seized with a vio- 
lent disease, which threatened his life. The Pope 
hearing of his sickness, feared he would die before he 
should be formerly condemned. He and his friends 
therefore resolved to draw up articles against him, and 
to condemn him while in prison. Articles were ac- 
cordingly prepared, and a formal citation sent him to 
appear before the Council. 

The messengers found him with his eyes sunk and 
languid, his visage pale and emaciated. The good 
man raised himself up and said, **You see, friends, my 
condition. Do seem like a man fit to plead a cause 
in a publicassembly’ Go, tell your masters what you 
have seen. But stay—tell them likewise, that if they 
will allow me an advocate, | will not fail even in this 
condition to join issue with them.” But this small fa- 
vor was denied, and the trial was postponed. 

In Constance the populace imbibed the spirit of their 


leaders, and became so furious that the friends of Huss | 


were in greatdanger. But in Bohemia, where Huss 
was known and beloved, a different feeling prevailed. 
The whole kingdom was in motion in his favor. A 
petition was circulated and signed by almost the whole 
of the nobility and gentry in the kingdom. It was 
dated May, 1415, and addressed to the Council. In 
this they complained of a breach of the safe conduct, 
and requested that an end might be put to the suffer- 
ings of Huss, by granting hima hearing as soon as pos- 
sible. The trial being still delayed, a second anda 
On the first of June, a pro- 


a certain crime is strictly unpardonable, and exposes mise was given that Huss should be examined within 


one to endless torment. Every man whose heart isa week. On the 5th, the same Council resolved that 


moulded into the image of Jesus, will shudder at the | the articles objected to him, should be produced and 


idea of becoming accessary to such scenes of mental 


agony and ultimate self-slaugbter. In almest every 


instance in which our fellow beings commit violence | ¢;. 


‘examined in his absence; after which he was to be 


sent for and condemned. 


Being informed of this resolve, the Bohemian depu- 
s went immediately to the emperor, and laid their 


on their lives, under religious impressions, it will be | complaint before him. He was greatly offended with 


found that the miserable and deceived creatures, had 
been made to believe, that “they were undone’’—“had 
sinned out the day of grace”—‘“‘committed the unpar- 
donable sin,” &c. Was it not for the notion that they 
could not possibly be restored and experience the Di- 
vine favor, they would still wish to live and improve 
the means which were granted them. Under the dis- 
couraging and soul-killing fear of having sinned against 
the Holy Ghost, so as to render their salvation impossi- 
hle, they sink into despair and wretchedness. May 
God in mercy preserve our readers, from the destruc- 
tive influence of this papal, barbarous doctrine. 








From the Christian Disciple. 


The Martyrdom of Dr. Huss. 


Jonn Huss was born in the year 1376, near Pregue 
in Bohemia. Having obtained an education, and be- 
ing eminent for piety, he was elected Rector of a Uni- 
versity in 1408, 
ne became an admirer of that eminent man, and em- 


braced so many of his opinions as to be considered a | confessed. 


dise:ple. 


papal clergy. and finally brought him to the stake. 





the conduct of the Council, and sent them an arbitrary 
mandate to desist; and said, ‘the would have nothing 
done but with the defendant face to face.” Huss was 
then summoned to appear the next day. He appear- 
ed; an article of charge was read; but soon sucha 
tumult was excited, that he could not be heard in his 
own defence. They adjourned. The next morning 
they met again; the Emperor attended, that more de- 
cency might be observed. Several articles of charge 
were brought against Huss, to which he answered ina 
cool, dispassionate manner. The following were some 
of the opinions which gave most offence. 

“That there is no absolute necessity for a visible 
head of the church; that the church was better gov- 
erned in apostolic times without one ;—that a wicked 
Pope cannot possibly be the vicar of Christ ;—that lib- 
erty of conscience is every one’s natural right; that 
ecclesiastical censures, especially such as touch the 
lite of man, have no foundation iu the scripture ;-that 
no excommunication should deter the priest from his 
duty ; that preaching is as much required from the 
minister, as alins-giving from the man of ability ; that 
neither of them can hide his talent in the earth, with 


On reading the writings of Wickliff | out incurring the divine displeasure." 


Most of these opinions were not only proved, but 
The Cardinal of Cambray thus addressed 


This exposed him to the vengeance of the | Mr. Huss:—**Your guilt hath been laid before this au- 
leust asseinbly with its full force of evidence. 


fam 


obliged therefore to take upon me the disagreeable task 
of informing you, that ouly this alternative is offered to 
you; either to abjure these damnable errors and sub- 
mit yourself to the Coancil—in which case these rev- 
erend fathers will deal as gently with you as possible ; 
or to abide the severe consequence of an obstinate ad- 
herence to them.”’ 


Huss replied—‘‘] came not here to defend any opin- 
ion obstinately ; but with an earnest desire to see my 
errors and to amend them. Many opinions have been 
laid to my charge, some of which I never maintained ; 
aud others, which | have maintained, are not yet re- 
futed. Asto the first, I think it absurd to abjare opin- 
ions which were never mine ; as to the second, | am 
determined to subscribe nothing against my con- 
science.”’ 


He was so feeble that he could scarcely walk; yet 
he was cruelly sent back to a cold and hungry dun- 
geon, and allowed one month to give his final answer. 
iuring the month efforts were made to prevail on him 
to recant, but he cast himself on God, and remained 
inflexible. 


The 6th of July was appointed for his condemnation. 
A sermon was delivered, in which the preacher ex- 
horted his hearers ‘‘to cul off the man of sin.” The 
substance of the sentence is thus given :—“‘John Huss, 
being a disciple of Wickliff of damnable memory, 
whose life he bas defended, and whose doctrines he 
has maintained, is adjudged by the Council of Con- 
stance to be an obstinate herelic, and as such to be de- 
graded from the office of priest, and cut off from the 
{holy church.” 


He was then arrayed in priests vestments and order- 
ed to ascend a scaffold, with liberty to address the peo- 
|ple. It was hoped he would retract; but he said that 
ihe knew no errors which he had to retract —that he 
| would not injure the doctrine he had taught, nor the 
| consciences of thuse who had heard him, by ascribing 
‘to himself errors, of which he was not convinced. 

When he came down from the scaffold, he was sur- 
rounded by seven bishops, who were appointed to de- 
grade bim. Each took off some part of his priestly at- 
tire, “‘adding a curse.”” ‘Vhe last act of degradation 
was, to place on his head a large paper cap, on which 
various horrid forms of devils were painted, and say- 
‘ing, “hereby we commit thy soul to the devil.” In 
|regard to this cap, Huss observed,—‘‘/t is less painful 
| than a crown of therns.” 

He was then led to the place of execution. His 
| books were first burnt betore hisface. When he came 
|to the stake, he was allowed some time for devotion, 
| Many who had been prejudiced against him, when they 
heard his prayer, cried out, “What this man hath done 
| within doors we know not, but surely he prayeth like-a 
| christian.” 
| After he was fastened to the stake, he was again ex- 
horted to retract hiserrors He replied, ‘I have no er- 
rors to retract; l endeavored to preach Christ with 
apostolic plainuess, and | am now prepared to seal my 
‘doctrine with my blood.” The faggots being lighted, 

he commended himself to God and began a hymn, 
'which he continued to sing till the wind drove the 
flame and the smoke into his face, After his body 
was consumed, his enemies were not contented ; “they 
gathered up the ashes and cast them into the Rhine, 
that the earth might not feel the load of such enormous 
guilt.” 

| Thus ended the days of Dr. Huss, one of the most in- 
' offensive, amiable, and pious men. ‘Ihe university of 
| Prague gave this testimony in his favor.— ‘From his in- 
| fancy he was of such excellent morals, that during his 
| stay here we may venture to challeuge any one to pro- 
| duce a single fault against him.” 

| To preserve the memory of this excellent man, the 
| sixth of July was for many years held sacred among 
ithe Bohemians. ‘‘A service adapted tothe day was 
appointed—an oration was spoken in commendation of 
their martyr; in which the noble stand he made against 
ecclesiastical tyranny, was commemorated, and his ex- 
cellent example proposed as a pattern to all chris- 
tians.” 

Some serious questions naturally occur:— What was 
the crime of Huss, for which he was degraded and 
burnt? Was he an immoral man, a drunkard, a thief, 
a robber, ora murderer? No; he was most exemplary 
in his morals. Was be an impious or irreligious man ? 
No; he waseminently pious ani devout. What then 
was his crime? It was this, he dared to exercise what 
he called the rights of conscience, and by allowing 
himself to inquire after truth, he happened to dissent 
from the supposed infallible clergy. 

But we must forbear, and leave every christian to 
his own reflections, 























